SENATE RECORD VOTE ANALYSIS
106th Congress February 4, 1999, 4:16 p.m.
1st Session Vote No. 14 Page S-1211 Temp. Record

CLINTON IMPEACHMENT/Prior Notice of Video Excerpts to be Presented

SUBJECT: Impeachment trial of William Jefferson Clinton for perjury and obstruction of justice. White House
Counsel Ruff motion to require prior notice for each video excerpt to be presented.

ACTION: MOTION REJECTED, 46-54

SYNOPSIS:  On December 19, 1998, the House of Representatives impeached (indicted) President Clinton for perjury
obstruction of justice based on his actions and statements in relation to a Federal civil rights sexual harass
lawsuit that was filed against him by a former employee, Paula Corbin Jones. Msallegebsthat in 1991, when she was an
Arkansas State employee, then-Arkansas Governor Clinton exposed himself to her in a crude sexual advance which she re
and that she subsequently and consequently suffered numerous adverse employment actions and was defamed. During the di
phase of the lawsuit, the presiding judge ordered President Clinton to answer under oath certain questions posed by Ms.
attorneys regarding any history he had of involvement in sexual relationships with State or Federal employees (such lin
questioning in sexual harassment lawsuits are a common means of establishing whether patterns of similar sexual hatassmel
including patterns of reward and punishment based upon the responses of subordinate employees to sexual advances).
questions, which were posed in January, 1998, included questions regarding his relationship with a former White House ir
Monica Lewinsky (President Clinton had met Ms. Lewinsky and had begun a relationship with her when she was an intern). L
in August, 1998, Ms. Lewinsky testified before a Federal grand jury, under a grant of immunity, regarding an affidaviiietie had
in theJonescase. She gave detailed testimony and provided extensive corroborating physical evidence of a sexual relationship
the President. The President also testified before that grand jury in August. His testimony concerned his relationship with
Lewinsky, his testimony before the Federal court in the sexual harassment lawsuit, and actions he took and statements he
before and after testifying in that lawsuit. The House impeachment of the President for obstruction of justice is basedum num
charges that he illegally tried to conceal the nature of his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky from the Federal court ardijting, gran
and its impeachment of him for perjury is based on charges of numerous perjurious statements in his grand jury testafivaqy, incl
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charges of perjury regarding his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky and his efforts to obstruct justice in the sexual haragsment ca
against him.

The White House Counsel Ruff motion would require the House Managers to provide by 2:0bpmary6,1999, written
notice to the President's counsel of the precise page and line designations of any video excerpts from the depositians of Monic
Lewinsky, Vernon Jordan, or Sidney Blumenthal (see vote Nos. 5 and 12) that they planned to use during their 3-hounpresentatio
on Saturday (the Majority Leader had earlier announced that if the Senate agreed to permit the presentation of vidéaexcerpts t
presentation would be on Saturday, February 6, and would be for 6 hours, equally divided) or during their closing arguments.

Arguments by the House Managers:

The President's lawyers are asking the Senate to make us to disclose ahead of time every bit of evidence that we will present.
Itis a highly unusual request. We recall theooesse by one of the late great justices of the California Supreme Court, Otto Kaus,
when a similar request was made of him: "I believe the appropriate legal response to your request is that it is nonenaf your da
business what the other side is going to put on."

Arguments by lawyers for the President:

It is normal in a civil trial to designate ahead of time the portions of depositions that are going to be presentechithisurt. |
instance, such prior designation by the House Managers would make the trial fairer because it would give us time to prepare
responses. Also, it might make the trial move more quickly, because we might decide not to present some videotaped excerpts if
we found out that the House Managers were going to present those same excerpts.



